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DIGEST:

f~rotest regarding MASC award procedure[J
is summarily denied as protester's inil al
submission fails to show any impropriety.
Request for extension of current contracts
is matter of contract administration
not for resolution under GAO Bid Protest
Procedures.

Federal Sales-Service, Inc. (Federal), protests thela'?-0
General Services Administration's (GSA) award procedures
under Multiple Award Schedule Contract (MASC) request for
proposals (RFP) No. GSC-CDPCE-L-00005-N. The contracting
officer has advised Federal that GSA is proceeding "as
expeditiously as possible in making awards one contractor
at a time." Federal's protest is founded upon its belief
that the RFP allows GSA insufficient time in which to
evaluate the offers. The closing date was March 20, 1980,
and the term of the MASC commenced April 1, 1980. Federal
believes that all MASC awards should be made simultaneously
and to this end requests that all current MASC's be extended
until a simultaneous award can be made.

In support of its position Federal has cited 41 C.F.R.
§ 5A-73.217-1 (1979), "Time for Acceptance of Offers," and
41 C.F.R. § 5A-2.202-l(a), "Bidding Time." In our view,
neither citation supports Federal's contention of impro-
priety in GSA's award procedure. The first citation merely
provides guidance in establishing the maximum amount of time
that GSA should normally take to evaluate and award MASC's.
In this connection, we note that the RFP included the
standard 60-day acceptance period and urged offerors to
specify not less than 180 calendar days due to the time
required for evaluation, negotiation and other preaward
processing. It contains no prohibition against award being
made in any lesser amount of time or against award being
made on a one-contractor-at-a-time basis rather than on a
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simultaneous basis. Similarly, the second citation
provides guidance in establishing a standard bidding
time, or time for preparation of offers, that is the
time between the issuance of a solicitation and the bid
opening date or closing date for receipt of initial
proposals. In our opinion, this is not germane to
Federal's protest since it appears that Federal's offer
was timely submitted. Therefore, we see no impropriety
in the award procedures and the protest on this point
is summarily denied as the protester's initial submis-
sion shows it is without merit. Decilog, Inc., B-193914,
February 5, 1979, 79-1 CPD 81.

Federal's request that all current MASC-contracts
be extended until simultaneous awards can be made
involves contract administration and is not subject
to resolution under our Bid Protest Procedures.
See Government Marketing Services, Inc., B-192919,
October 3, 1978, 78-2 CPD 255. Therefore, this aspect
of the protest is dismissed.
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